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A.

}TINDRA}EE TO E{FTRCEHSilT \TIOIATTCNS

HINDRAI\trE 11) IIIFURffME{T (Ans*er for hlrrdrance vl-olatlons only such as
ordlceepirg, monitortng, plans ard cei-tiftcation) .

1. Describe how violation of this regulation actuaLLV / ffi.
poterrti a]ly_ (chedr one) hindered enforcmrE btE${ erd/or the
prrblic and explain tlre circr-mstances r '
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DEGRffi Of IlfI[jT (Only one questlon applies to eactr vaolatisn. Greck one
@
( ) Ih l,Iegligence:

lE yan think ttris rriolation was not the fault of rhe cperator (due to
vandali-sn or an act of God), e:rplain. Rem€rnber that, f}e per {ttee ls
considered resporrsible for ttre actions of all persons rdcrtcirg on the
rnine site,

( ) Ordinary l*Iegligence:

B.

If you tJrfuk t}'is wioletion was the result of
riegulations, indifference to ffiM regulatLsns
of ressonable care, explain.

rnt lmorrixg about m{
or the result of lacls

U{ Redclessness:

It the acttral or potenti.al envirormental traru or tra.m to the public
stsrld trele been evident to a carefirl operator, descrl-be tlre
situatisa ard lrhat if aqfthing, the operator did to correcE it prlor
to beiqg cited.
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( ) Krror+jng and Will{u!.Corrduct

I'Ias the c'perator in violation of a specific per:nnit condition? Did
the o'perator receive prior warnlxg of nonccmplience by State or
Federal inspectors concerning this violation? IIa^s mG'{ or OSI'I cited
the \rjslation ix the past?- If so, give the dates and rlre type of
warniry or enforcprnent action taken.

c. ffiD nLrffi

1. In order to receirru good fnith for ccnpli.ance rrifh en 1rpV or S the
violation unrst heve been abeted before the ahagement de€dlixe. If
y-ou thlrrk ttris applies, describe how rapid compliance was aetrleved
GiYg_dates) and describe the measures Lte opeiator took to coryly es
rapidly as possible.

[d or,*-

2. Erplain ntrether or not the operator had the necesseqr resources
onsite to aehieve cc'qlliance.
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3. Was tle stftmission of plans prior to ptrysical activity reqrrired by
ttris ISW Yes No


